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Dear Sir: 

i, WiiUam J. Grossman, being duly sworn, declare and say as follows: 

1. I received an MD/iP}iD i(lJiMunblogy) ftoin Washington Uniyere^ School of Medicine 
(St Louis, MO) in 1999. 1 am Boatd Catified in Pediatrics (BC) and Pediatric 
Hknatologjr/Ctolpgy/Bpne Maiiow TiaiiiSpiant I ain cunfenfly Senior Vice President, 
Researoh& Dev#xpment a^^ of Kofhera common stock an4 hold 
incenftf >i^e stock bplibhs; 

2. I am famiUar with the Final Office Action mailed February 14, 2011 in the above- 
identified application and make this Declaratidh in support of the patentability of the claims of 
the application, 

3. The Whole Glucan Particles (WGPs) recited in, for example, claim 1 is a different p- 
glucan material than the neutral soluble glucan that is discussed in either of the Jamas patent 
(U.S. Pat No. 5,488,040) or the Patchen patent (U.S. Pat No. 6,1 17,580). The neutral soluble p- 
glucan described in the Jamas patent and the Patchen patent, on the one hand, and the WGPs 
recited m claim 1, on the other hand, are structuiaUy distinct the struchiral diflferences account 
for the difference in solubility. The structural dififereuces also result in the two forms having 
different mechanisms of action: tiiey bind to different knmunological receptors on different 
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inmimological iinmime cell sub^ and, therefore^, residt in Jffi^^ events. 
Because dlese different fontis of p-glucan possess different immunological activities, they are 
not interchangeable for elinicd^ or other purposes. Coiisequentiyj the structural differences 
between the neutral soluble form of P-glucan described in the Jamas patent and the Patchen 
patent compared to the WGP form of p-glucan recited m claim 1 result in different fiinctional 
properties that make the cdinbined teachings of Ihe Jamas pMeaat and the Patchen patent useless 
for predicting the effect of admmistering WGPs, 

4 I forther declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true, and that 
ail statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are 
punishable by jQne or imprisonment, or both, under section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any 
patent that issues thereon. 





